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[Abstract:] Relative to Electric Light Plant. 
November 25, 1889 


To the Superintendent 
The present Electric Light Plant was put in the Winter of 1882. 


Original Cost $6457.40 
Estimated wages of Engines for 6 4% years 6500. 
Total $12,957.40 

Now worn out. Not used for some months. 

Engine good. 

Gas billfor 1886. $3864.32 
1887. 3800. 
1888. 4518.75 
1889. 4848 45 


Edison’s figures for new Plant. $2100. Cost of running 408 lamps @ %4 cents each per 
hour - $3.06; which, for 5 hours, say from 6 to 11 P.M., would be $15.30 per night, or $4788.90 
per Annum, or about equal to Gas bill of 1888 to 1889. 


As it is not likely that the entire 408 lamps will be used regularly, and only in the Winter 
season from 6 to 11 P.M. the conclusion for us its self upon me that the Edison Light is far 
cheaper, and certainly more desirable. 


Respectfully, 
L.R. Cowperthwaite 


